8/7/69 


Bear John, 

"Tha A u tbpsy' r , AFIP 1951, arrived today. -%praciats it very much, 
including your note directing ms to *p? 4-5,64. ^nls ss superceded, these clearly 
state, as I read th era, that performance of the autopsy at the military establidment 
was illegal even if the President mss considered a member of the armod forces os 
setive duty and that exactly the kinds of sots 1 postulated had to have teen we 
were required to have been. 

I long to finish the book I’m working on and to get back to the third 
autopsy book, for which this will be quite valuable* Have you checked to see if 
these have been superceded, or whether any of the citations in any way alter? If 
you have, I’d like to know. 

I have not hsa time to go much farther in Frnzisr. and I am dictating n tes 
end citations on taps ns I do raad it. I find this quite important stuff. I anxiously 
await the other testimony you pram! sac. x ou kr.oc, I asked N.O. for this end never 
got any response? I want to go over all of tha t quite carefully, via will find more, 

I sm confident. 

I have bean keeping after the S3 for copies of what I know they had and 
asking for what is required to invoke the Freedom of Information Act if they decline. 
Nobody every responds to ay inquiries about the prerequisites of tha act, not s single 
person, in any agency, at any time. But today I got s response from Kelley saying 
they did not have the autopay authorization and ho wan enclosing it and whet is enclosed? 
Barts of two pages scotch-taped together* Shat is omitted? Error! I have ted the 
inquest for years end recoil it. I shall compare the two before responding. 

Nothing else new. Again, many thanks. 


Sincerely, 


'a role v %isberg 



